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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

THURSDAY, AUGUST 13, 2009 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

 

 S064574   PEOPLE v. MARTINEZ  

   (MICHAEL MATTHEW) 

 Opinion filed:  Judgment affirmed in full 

 Majority Opinion by George, C. J. 

      -- joined by Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, and Corrigan, JJ. 

 Concurring and Dissenting Opinion by Moreno, J. 

 

 

 S042323   PEOPLE v. BURNEY (SHAUN  

   KAREEM) 

 Time extended to consider modification or rehearing 

 The time for granting or denying rehearing in the above-entitled case is hereby extended to 

October 28, 2009, or the date upon which rehearing is either granted or denied, whichever occurs 

first. 

 

 

 S043628   PEOPLE v. CARRINGTON  

   (CELESTE SIMONE) 

 Time extended to consider modification or rehearing 

 The time for granting or denying rehearing in the above-entitled case is hereby extended to 

October 26, 2009, or the date upon which rehearing is either granted or denied, whichever occurs 

first. 

 

 

 S058019   PEOPLE v. CONTRERAS  

   (GEORGE LOPEZ) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Supervising Deputy State Public Defender Denise Anton’s 

representation that she anticipates filing the appellant’s reply brief by June 2010, counsel’s 

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to October 19, 2009.  After 

that date, only four further extensions totaling about 240 additional days are contemplated. 
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 S082776   PEOPLE v. REED (ENNIS) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Gail Harper’s representation that she anticipates 

filing the appellant’s opening brief by February 28, 2010, counsel’s request for an extension of 

time in which to file that brief is granted to October 9, 2009.  After that date, only three further 

extensions totaling about 140 additional days are contemplated. 

 

 

 S103087   PEOPLE v. POST (JOHN) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Ralph H. Goldsen’s representation that he 

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by September 13, 2009, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to October 13, 2009.  After that date, no 

further extension is contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 30 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S164614 C057766 Third Appellate District PEOPLE v. S.C. (SPARKS) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of real party in interest and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to 

serve and file the reply brief on the merits is extended to September 8, 2009. 

 No further extensions of time are contemplated. 

 

 

 S167716 B203840 Second Appellate District, Div. 5 D.V., IN RE 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

respondent’s answer brief on the merits is hereby extended to September 14, 2009. 

 No further extension will be contemplated. 

 

 

 S169214   GOMEZ (JOSE CARMEN) ON  

   H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

the reply to the informal response is extended to September 10, 2009. 
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 S172684 B201952 Second Appellate District, Div. 5 BRUNS (DANA) v.  

   E-COMMERCE EXCHANGE,  

   INC. 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of respondents CSB Partnership, et al., and good cause appearing, it is ordered that 

the time to serve and file the opening brief on the merits is extended to September 21, 2009. 

 

 

 S172684 B201952 Second Appellate District, Div. 5  BRUNS (DANA) v.  

   E-COMMERCE EXCHANGE,  

   INC. 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of respondent E-Commerce Exchange, Inc., and good cause appearing, it is 

ordered that the time to serve and file the opening brief on the merits is extended to October 5, 

2009. 

 

 

 S175122   THORN (LLOYD) v. S.C.  

   (PEOPLE) 

 Transferred to Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District 

 The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District. 

 

 

 S175155   RICHARDSON (SAMMYE) v.  

   S.C. 

 Transferred to Court of Appeal, Fifth Appellate District 

 The above entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Fifth Appellate District, for 

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the event the Court of 

Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious 

petition must be denied. 

 

 

 S175183   BARKER (RICHARD A.) v.  

   S.C (MARSHALL) 

 Transferred to Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District 

 The above entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, for 

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the event the Court of 

Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious 

petition must be denied. 
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 S175186   BULLOCK (MICHAEL  

   ODELL) v. S.C. (HEDGPETH) 

 Transferred to Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District 

 The above entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, for 

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the event the Court of 

Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious 

petition must be denied. 

 

 

 S175262   TAGGER (WILLIAM D.) v.  

   S.C. (PEOPLE) 

 Transferred to Court of Appeal, Fourth Appellate District, Division Two 

 The above entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Fourth Appellate District, 

Division Two, for consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the 

event the Court of Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, 

the repetitious petition must be denied. 

 

 



 

 


